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I will tell you what I said about why 

we went. I looked back at my remarks. 
It was not based on primarily weapons 
of mass destruction. We were dealing 
with Iraq for years. We had a war with 
them in 1991, and we defeated them and 
sent their Army going back to Bagh-
dad. In effect, Saddam Hussein sued for 
peace and he made a series of promises 
to keep us from following and destroy-
ing his Army completely and invading 
his country and removing him from 
power, and he made those commit-
ments, and he did not follow them. 

There were a number of U.N. resolu-
tions that he was in violation of. He re-
jected the international community, 
and an embargo had been placed on 
Iraq. The United States was attempt-
ing to enforce that embargo. Saddam 
Hussein was consistently working to 
get around that embargo. We were fly-
ing in no-fly zones and enforcing no-fly 
zones over Iraq. He was shooting at our 
airplanes on a daily basis, almost. We 
were dropping bombs on Saddam Hus-
sein on a regular basis, dropping bombs 
from our aircraft. 

So the question was, as The Econo-
mist magazine said, are we going to 
quit our efforts, are we going to issue 
an ultimatum and be prepared to go to 
war if they do not? Their editorial said, 
the London-based Economist magazine 
said, our vote is for war. That was that 
London journal’s opinion. 

That is the way I felt about it. Iraq 
was a rogue nation that had tremen-
dous amounts of oil, it had a dictator 
prepared to use weapons of mass de-
struction, use weapons of mass destruc-
tion against his own people, and he was 
determined to break the embargo, de-
termined to be able to sell his oil on 
the world market, not for his own peo-
ple’s good but to build up his military 
power, just like he did when he invaded 
Kuwait, and be the preeminent 
Nebakanezer of the Middle East. That 
was his goal. It remained his goal. It 
probably still is as long as he takes a 
breath. 

So we gave him that ultimatum, and 
with the support of large numbers of 
nations in the world—I believe some 60 
supported us, including nations like 
the United Kingdom and Australia and 
others—he refused to comply and we 
commenced our military action. This 
Nation made a decision to remove him 
from power and we voted on it as a 
Senate, and we sent our soldiers in 
harm’s way. We did not do that lightly. 
No great Nation which expects to be re-
spected will send its soldiers into 
harm’s way with a half-hearted com-
mitment to them. 

When I talk to those soldiers, as I did 
recently at the 231st birthday of the 
United States Army over at the Jeffer-
son Memorial, and I talked to those 
soldiers and we were discussing these 
kinds of deadlines and policies and di-
rectives to set forth plans as to how 
the war should be conducted, one of 
them said to me, Senator, let me tell 
you what we want. We want to win. 
And I have talked to families who lost 

loved ones in Iraq, and they tell me 
every time—it is amazing—my son was 
doing what he believed in, what he 
wanted to do. 

I submit we owe them the responsi-
bility to be faithful to them and not to 
dishonor their sacrifice by cutting and 
running when it is not time to do so. I 
believe that very, very sincerely. 

So I would just say to my colleagues, 
I can see how we have differences of 
opinion, and I understand that. I re-
member the debate and I remember the 
vote I cast and I knew it was very seri-
ous. No Nation that desires its own 
self-respect or the respect of other na-
tions can be flippant about those kinds 
of matters. When you make a commit-
ment, you stay the course. 

Iraq has formed a new government 
completely now. They have a par-
liament. They have elected all their 
ministers. They have their interior and 
defense ministers in place. They are de-
termined to continue to grow and 
strengthen their Army and their secu-
rity forces. 

I believe they still need American 
help to get over that hump and be suc-
cessful. We should not disregard the ad-
vice of our military leaders and set an 
artificial date, not connected to mili-
tary and political reality in Iraq, for 
leaving Iraq. I think that would be the 
very wrong thing to do. And nothing 
could be more corrosive to our self-con-
fidence as a Nation or to our own mili-
tary than to prematurely give up on 
the opportunity we have to create a 
good and stable government in Iraq. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, 

could I inquire how much time is re-
maining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Six min-
utes. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise tonight in opposition to this 
amendment. As I have thought about 
this over the last several days, I be-
lieve it is critically important that we 
bring this issue up for debate. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts, frankly, is to 
be commended for doing so. We could 
have eased through this bill without 
having this debate and the American 
people would not have had the oppor-
tunity to hear where we are, what is 
going on, and in particular why those 
of us who think it is important that we 
move ahead continue to do so. 

First of all, when the President spoke 
to a joint session of Congress following 
September 11, he said we were going to 
be engaging in an entirely different 
form of military conflict than we had 
ever been engaged in before, and it was 
going to be a war on terror which was 
going to be a long and enduring war. 
He has been exactly right. We ulti-
mately moved into Afghanistan, and 
liberated the people of Afghanistan. We 
took out hundreds if not thousands of 
terrorists in that country, and ulti-
mately the decision was made to lib-
erate the people of Iraq, and we have 
done that. It is about this conflict 
that, in the minds of a lot of Ameri-

cans, the question is still being asked, 
How much longer is this going to go 
on? 

I remind the folks of America that 
the President did say it is going to be 
a long and enduring war. That is the 
case. The reason it is going to be a long 
and enduring war is because this is an 
unconventional war in every sense of 
the word. It would be nice if we had 
tanks on the battlefield or artillery 
being fired at an enemy over the hill. 
But we are never going to see that in 
this war on terrorism. It is being 
fought in the back alleys of Baghdad 
and Mosul and Tikrit, in towns that 
were foreign to anybody in America be-
fore we moved into Iraq and made the 
march to Baghdad. That is the kind of 
war which is going to continue to be 
fought. 

The people of Iraq know that well. 
They have suffered as much if not more 
than any country in that region that 
has had a conflict like this. I say that 
because we all remember Desert Storm 
and what happened in Kuwait. We all 
remember what has been happening 
daily in that part of the world, whether 
it is Jordan or whether it is Israel or 
Egypt or some other part of that re-
gion of the world. The people of Iraq 
have truly suffered. They understand 
that America has made a sacrifice, and 
they understand that, were it not for 
the American soldier coming in to lib-
erate them, they would not be in the 
condition they are today, which frank-
ly is a pretty positive condition—both 
economically as well as otherwise. 

Are there bad things happening? 
Sure. There are going to continue to be 
bad things happening. The one thing 
about war is there is nothing pleasant 
about it. There is nothing good about 
war. But at the end of the day, Amer-
ica has always stood tall in military 
conflicts. America has carried the day. 
America has always achieved victory, 
and victory means a democratic form 
of government in Iraq being formed. It 
means a unified government, which we 
have seen taking place in Iraq recently. 
It means taking out the bad guys, from 
a leadership standpoint all the way 
down. That is happening in Iraq every 
single day. 

Recently, we saw the takeout of their 
leader, Zarqawi. That happened in a 
short period of time. But were it not 
for the first American soldier to set 
foot in Iraq and start the motion in 
process, that would not have happened 
the way it did 2 weeks ago. It will hap-
pen again. Whoever is next in line will 
ultimately be brought to justice or 
have justice physically brought to 
them at the hands of the American sol-
dier. 

We are in a situation today where we 
are discussing whether we ought to 
pull our troops out of there—whether 
we talk about next week, next month, 
or next year. In my opinion, that sends 
the wrong message to the Iraqi people. 
It sends the wrong message to the ter-
rorists. And it sends the wrong mes-
sage to the world. It is a different mes-
sage from what the American military 
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